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U.S. Customs Service 


General Notices 


ANNOUNCEMENT CONCERNING Y2K COMPLIANCE 
AGENCY: Customs Service, Treasury. 
ACTION: General notice. 


SUMMARY: Customs computer systems have been modified to ensure 
that they are Y2K compliant—meaning that Customs computer pro- 
gram systems will process data entered for the year 2000 as 2000 and 
not as the year 1900. This notice announces Customs plan to allow 
members of the trade with electronic filing capabilities that are ap- 
proved to interface with Customs through Customs automated systems 
and that can meet certain operational requirements to transmit trial 
data to establish if their computer software applications will interface 
properly with Customs Y2K compliant systems. The purpose of these 
compliance trials is to provide an opportunity for the trade community 
to assess their computer applications’ Y2K readiness and raise the con- 
fidence level of the trade community in Customs Y2k renovated sys- 
tems. 

This notice invites comments concerning any aspect of this exercise 
and informs interested members of the trade community of the opera- 
tional requirements for voluntary participation in the exercise. 


DATES: The compliance trials will commence no earlier than February 
1, 1999 and will run for approximately four months. Any electronic filer 
interested in participating should contact their Customs or Census cli- 
ent representative on or before February 1, 1999. 


ADDRESS: Written comments regarding this notice and/or requests to 
participate in these trials should be addressed to the Chief, Trade Sup- 
port Branch, U.S. Customs Service, 7501 Boston Blvd., #211, Spring- 
field, VA 22153. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

For information in general, contact your Customs or Census client 
representative. 

For carriers filing in the Advance Passenger Information System 
(APIS), contact the APIS Technical coordinator, Charles Fife (703) 
921-5816; Fax (703) 921-5901. 





SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
BACKGROUND 

Because of a decision made at the dawn of the computer age to save 
scarce computer memory by giving all dates a two-digit field in the be- 
lief that those early computers would be replaced by the year 2000, com- 
puter systems worldwide may malfunction or produce inaccurate 
information on January 1, 2000. The reason these computer systems 
may malfunction is that the computers may misinterpret data entered 
for the year 2000 (“00”) as 1900, rather than 2000. This problem is fre- 
quently referred to as the Y2K (for Year 2000) problem. Unless cor- 
rected, such failures will have a costly widespread impact on federal, 
state, and local governments, foreign governments, and private sector 
organizations. All sectors of the economy, many of which provide goods 
and services that are vital to the nation’s health and well being, are at 
risk, including: telecommunications; public utilities; transportation; 
banking and finance; commerce and small business; national defense; 
government revenue collection and benefit payments; and health, safe- 
ty, and emergency services. Moreover, a Y2K problem in one sector may 
cascade to others due to the many interdependencies and linkages 
among them. 

The various Customs automated interfaces that may be affected by 
the Y2K problem include, the Automated Broker Interface, the Auto- 
mated Manifest System, the Automated Commercial Environment, the 
Advance Passenger Information System (APIS) and the Automated Ex- 
port System. 

On February 4, 1998, the President issued Executive Order 13073 (63 
FR 6467; 3 CFR 1998 Compilation ; 34 Weekly Comp.Pres.Doc. 
198) concerning Year 2000 Conversion. That Order directed, in part, 
that executive branch agencies: 


(1) assure that no critical Federal program experiences disrup- 
tion because of the Y2K problem; 

(2) assist and cooperate with State, local, and tribal governments 
to address the Y2K problem where those governments depend on 
Federal information or information technology or the Federal Gov- 
ernment is dependent on those governments to perform critical 
missions; and 

(3) cooperate with the private sector operators of critical nation- 
al and local systems, including the banking and financial, the tele- 
communications, the public health, the transportation, and the 


electronic power generation systems, in addressing the Y2K prob- 
lem. 


This notice addresses the third of these concerns and seeks to allow 
those members of the trade community with electronic filing capabili- 
ties that are approved to interface with Customs through Customs au- 
tomated systems and that can meet the operational requirements 
specified below to transmit trial data to establish if their computer soft- 
ware applications will interface with Customs computers regarding 
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recognition of the year 2000. These trials should raise the confidence 
level of the trade community in Customs Year 2000 renovated systems. 


Trial Design/Plan 

Initially, this exercise will occur in cycles, with one week “on” and one 
week “off”, for a six week period of time. During each cycle, a specific 
date will be pre-identified as the “systems date”. For example, on 
Monday the system clock would be set to 12/31/99; the following Tues- 
day the system clock would be set to 01/01/00, etc., until the prescribed 
dates have been utilized and processed. The plan will simultaneously 
execute similar applications with similar communication protocols and 
configurations together. 


Participation Requirements 


This notice requests volunteers. In order to participate in these Y2K 
trials, the electronic filer must be currently approved (deemed opera- 
tional) to interface through Customs automated systems. The filer 
must also be able to perform the following types of actions: 


(1) Advance his computer systems’ internal clock to conform to 
the adjusted systems date in the Customs Y2K test environment; 

(2) Utilize preestablished test data that will accommodate futur- 
istic date validations in order to accurately process with Customs 
test system. The dates within this test data must be modified by the 
participant on each day of the exercise. In the case of the APIS how- 
ever, participants will be required to utilize test data with preestab- 
lished dates; and 

(3) Utilize special “dial-up” phone lines. 


It is noted that participants connecting through other mediums such as 
dedicated lines, Value Added Networks (VANSs), etc., will be carefully 
supported to coordinate connectivity issues. Other unique system re- 
quirements may be necessary to support this effort. These will be iden- 
tified with participants and coordinated accordingly. 

It should be noted that participation in these trials will not permit 
Customs to certify the trading partner’s system for Y2K compliancy. 

Interested members of the trade community wishing to participate in 
these Y2K trials or wishing to submit comments before the date of these 
trials should contact their Customs or Census client representative or 
APIS coordinator as indicated at the front of this document. 


Dated: January 19, 1999. 
S.W. HALL, 


Assistant Commissioner, 
Office of Information and Technology. 
[Published in the Federal Register, January 22, 1999 (64 FR 3586)] 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY, 
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF CUSTOMS, 
Washington, DC, February 3, 1999. 
ollowing documents of the United States Customs Service, 
of Regulations and Rulings, have been determined to be of suffi- 
{ t to the public and U.S. Customs Service field offices to 
iblication in LLETIN. 
STUART P. SEIDEL, 
Assistant Commissioner, 
Office of Regulations and Rulings. 


MODIFICATION AND REVOCATION OF RULING LETTERS 
RELATING TO TARIFF CLASSIFICATION OF CERTAIN 
PEANUT PRODUCTS 


AGENCY: U.S. Customs Service, Department of the Treasury. 


ACTION: Notice of modification or revocation of tariff classification 
ruling letters. 


SUMMARY: Pursuant to section 625(c)(1), Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 
1625(c)(1)), as amended by section 623 of Title VI (Customs Moderniza- 
tion) of the North American Free Trade Agreement Implementation 
Act (Pub.L. 103-182, 107 Stat. 2057), this notice advises interested par- 
ties that Customs is modifying A89415, issued February 14, 1997, and 
revoking NY A86915, issued September 11, 1996, A87658, issued Octo- 
ber 31, 1996, A87802, issued November 1, 1996, A87890, issued Novem- 
ber 1, 1996, A88071, issued October 8, 1996, A89417, issued February 
14, 1997 and B81969, issued February 21, 1997, concerning the classifi- 
cation of certain peanut products under the Harmonized Tariff Sched- 
ule of the United States (HTSUS). Notice of the proposed modification 
and revocation was published on November 25, 1998, in the CUSTOMS 
BULLETIN, Volume 32, No. 47. Nocomments were received in response to 
the notice. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: Merchandise entered or withdrawn from ware- 
house for consumption on or after April 19, 1999. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Peter T. Lynch, General 
Classification Branch, Office of Regulations and _ Rulings: 
202-927-1396. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
BACKGROUND 

Pursuant to section 625(c)(1), Tariff Act of 1930 (19 US.C. 

1625(c)(1)), as amended by section 623 of Title VI (Customs Moderniza- 





tion) of the North American Free Trade Agreement 
Act (Pub.L. 103-182, 107 Stat. 2057), this notice a 
ties that Customs is modifying and revoking severa 
to the tariff classification of certain peanut products 


posed modification and revocation was published 
1998, in the CUSTOMS BULLETIN, Volume 32, No 
received in response to the oe 

Between September 1996 and February 1997 
of tariff classification rulings on several | 
from or based on peanuts. The principal ingredient 
was a “peanut flour” which was obtained by grinding the cak 
which resulted from the partial extraction of oil from roasted peanuts 
Some of the resulting products were in granular form. Others v 
paste. In the rulings issued, the products were classified in either suk 
heading 1901.90, HTSUS, which provides for food preparations of fl 
neal, starch or malt extract * * * other other * other; or in sub- 
heading 2106.90, HTSUS, as food preparations not elsewhere specified 
or included * * * other * * * other * * * other. 

Customs has determined that the base eee of the products i 


not an actual “residue” in the understanding of the peanut industry. Ac- 
cordingly, the products are classified wi ithin ‘jatilaa 2008.11, 
HTSUS, as either peanut butter and paste or other peanut products. 
HQ 961150 modifying or revoking New York Ruling L etters NYRL 
A86915, A87658, A87802, A87890, A88071, A89415, A89417, B81969 
to reflect the proper classification of the peanut products is set forth ¢ 


iS 


an attachment to this document. 

In accordance with 19 U.S.C. 1625(c)(1), this ruling wil | be come effec- 
tive 60 days after its publication in the Cu ye BULLETIN. Pul slicati ion 
of rulings or decisions pursuant to 19 U.S.C. 1625(c)(1) does not consti- 
tute a change of practice or position in ee. with section 
177.10(c)(1), Customs Regulations (19 CFR 177.10(¢)(1 


Dated: February 2, 1999. 


MARVIN AMERNICK 
(for John Durant, Director, 
Commercial Rulings Division. 


achment] 
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2 1999 


*R:GC 961150pt! 


Classification 


1901.90 and 2008.11 


fication or revocation of New York Ruling Letters 
8, A87802 18 38071, A89417, and B81969 


response to a letter of November 24, 1997, from Select Food Processing Corp 

1Customs to clarify two ruling letters which had been issued to the Fundco Cor 

he two letters classified “Coarse Peanut Flour” in different headings of the Har 
iff Schedule of the United States(HTSUS). Those ilings were A89415, issued 
14, 1997, and B88467, issued on October 23, 1997 


23 of Title VI (Customs Modernization) of the North American Free Trade Agree- 
t my ylementation Act (Pub.L. 103-182, 107 Stat. 2057), notice of proposed modifica 
} pro} 
on of A89415, issued February 14, we and revocation of NY A86915, issued September 
t 
1996. A87658, issued October 31, A87802, issued November 1, 1996, A87890, is- 


ued November 1, 1996, A88071, saga Oeeer® 1996, A89417, issued February 14, 1997 
d B& 5 


| 
to section 625(c)(1), Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1625(c)(1)), as amended by 


1969, issued February 21, 1997, was published on Noven dies 25, 1998, in the Cus 
is BULLETIN, Volume 32, No. 47. No comments were received in response to the notice 


NY A89415, issued on February 14, 1997, classified two products. The first, identified as 

Sweetened P Flour II” wasdeser dudonkeinge light-brown gr snalak queda composed of 

92 percent “peanut flour” and 8 percent cane or beet sugar. The peanut flour ingredient isa 

1 made by grinding the residue remaining after the partial extraction of oil from 

-d peanuts. Laboratory analysis found over 95 percent of the sample was capable of 

through a wire sieve with a 1.25mm aperture. This “Sweetened P Flour II” was 

sified in subheading 1901.90.9095, HTSUS, which piavide for food preparations of 

meal, starch or malt extract * * * other * * * other other. The eae product, 

i Coarse Peanut Flour 36” was described as a light hocieee einai material pro- 

dh ced by grinding the residue from the partial extraction of oil from roasted peanuts. Labo- 

atory analysis of this sample found 81.8 percent capable of passing Seen ee 25mm wire 

sieve aperture. This product was classified in subhe ading 2106.90.9998, HTSUS, which 

provides for food preparations not elsewhere specified or included other * * * other 
other. 

TY B88467, issued on October 23, 1997, also concerned two products. The first, identi- 

“Sweetened Coarse Peanut Flour” contained 91.5 percent “Coarse Peanut Flour” 


a 125mm wire sieve ‘aper rture. This product was classified in subheading 

4500, HTSUS, which provides for fruit, nuts and other edible parts of plants, 
otherwise prepared or preserved, whether or not containing added sugar or other sweeten- 
ing matter or spirit, not elsewhere specified or included: nuts, peanuts (ground-nuts) and 
ther r seeds, whether or not mixed together: other: described in additional U.S. note 2 to 
Gis ‘Sendenhen pursuant to its provisions. The other product was the same “Coarse 
Peanut Fiour 36” which had been classified i in subheading 2106.90.9998, HTSUS, in NY 


A89415. However, in B88467, the product was classified in subheading 2008.11.4500, 
HTSUS. 


Other rulings which have been issued to Fundco, and which address related products are 
as follows: 

NY A86915, issued on September 11, 1996, classified “PB Flavored Filling Mix” which is 
a soft, brown oily product, composed of 62.9 percent “peanut flour” (with an oil content of 
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36 percent), 22.1 vegetable oil, < 


_ 


nd 15 percent 
1901.90.5600, HTSUS, which provides for food preparations of flou 


} 
I 
} 
I 


extract other other * * * articles containing over 10 percent by dry weight of si 


Y 


ar ifimported in quantities that fall within the limits described in additional U.S. note 8 to 
chapter 17 and entered pursuant to its provisions. After those limits are rez 
uct would be classified in subheading 1901.90.5800, HTSUS 

NY A87658, issued October 31, 1996, classified “Sweetened P Flour,” alight brown pow 
der, said to be composed of 90.1 percent “peanut flour” (which had an oil content of about 
36 percent) and 9.9 percent cane sugar (the Customs laboratory found asam 
16 percent sugar) in subheading 2106.90.9500, HTSUS, which provides for 
tions not elsewhere specified or included * * * other * * * other * * * other articles 
containing over 10 percent by dry weight of sugar described in additional U.S. note 3 to 
chapter 17 described in additional U.S. note 8 to chapter 17 and entered si to its 


1 subject to 


‘hed 
nea 


ple to contain 


ood prepara 


provisions. After those limits are reached, the product would be classified in subheading 
2106.90.9700, HTSUS. 

NY A87802, issued November 1, 1996, classified “P Bakery Mix,” a light brown powde 
composed of 40 percent “peanut flour” (which had an oil content of 36 percent) and 60 per 
cent cane sugar in subheading 2106.90.9500, HTSUS, which provides for food preparations 
not elsewhere specified or included * * * other * * * other * * * other * articles contain- 
ver 10 percent by dry weight of sugar described in additional U.S. note 3 to chapter 17 
and entered subject to its provisions. After those limits are reached, the product would be 
classified in subheading 2106.90.9700, HTSUS. 

NY A87890, issued November 1, 1996, classified “Imitation PB Filling Mix 1,” a light 
brown paste said to be composed of 67.9 percent “peanut flour” (which has a 36 percent 
oil content), 9 percent cane sugar (the Customs Laboratory found a sample to contain 
7 percent sugar), approximately 12.1 percent oil from rapeseed, soybean, corn, cot 
onseed, and/or peanut, and 6 percent partially hydrogenated fat from sunflower, palm, cot- 
onseed or soybean oil, in subheading 2106.90.9500, HTSUS, which provides for food 
preparations not elsewhere specified or included * * * other * * * other * other ar 
ticles containing over 10 percent by dry weight of sugar when imported within limits de- 
scribed in additional U.S. note 3 to chapter 17 and entered subject to its provisions. After 
those limits are reached, the product would be classified in subheading 2106.90.9700, 
HTSUS. 

NY A88071, issued October 8, 1996, classified “Imitation PB Filling Mix 2,” a soft 
creamy brown paste composed of 67.9 percent “peanut flour” (which has a 36 oil content) 
9 percent dextrose, and approximately 18 percent vegetable oil, in 


| 
9 


i 
) 
) 


t 
U 


subheading 
1901.90.9095, HTSUS, which provides for food preparations of flour, meal, starch or malt 
extract * * * other * * * other * * * other. 

NY A89417, issued February 14, 1997, classified “PB Filling IV,” asoft brown paste com 
posed of 61.7 percent “peanut flour,” 26.8 percent rapeseed, soybean, corn, cottonseed and 
or peanut oil, 8 percent sucrose, 4 percent partially hydrogenated fat, and 1 percent salt, in 
subheading 1901.90.9095, HTSUS, which provides for food preparations of flour, meal 
starch or malt extract * * * other * * * other * * * other. 

NY B81969, issued February 21, 1997, classified “Dextrin Filling Base,” a soft brown 
paste composed of 69 percent “peanut flour 36,” 20 percent vegetable oil, 7 percent malto- 
dextrin or corn syrup solids, and 4 percent partially hydrogenated vegetable oil, in sub- 
heading 1901.90.9095, HTSUS, which provides for food preparations of flour, meal, starch 
or malt extract * * * other * * * other * * * other. 

The source of the peanut component of all the products classified in the rulings cited 
above was the residue which remained after a portion of the naturally occurring oil had 
been removed from the roasted peanuts. 


Issue: 


What is the classification of these peanut-based products? 


Law And Analysis: 


Merchandise is classifiable under the Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the United States 
(HTSUS) in accordance with the General Rules of Interpretation (GRIs). The systematic 
detail of the HTSUS is such that virtually all goods are classified by application of GRI 1 
that is, according to the terms of the headings of the tariff schedule and any relative Section 
or Chapter Notes. In the event that the goods cannot be classified solely on the basis of GRI 
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ise require, the remaining GRIs may 


Y 


flour, meal, starch or malt extract, 

less than 40 percent by weight of co- 

»d basis, not elsewhere specified or in 

‘ goods of headings 0401 to 0404, not 
ss than 5 percent by weight of cocoa 


not elsewhere specified or in 


1ing over 10 percent by dry weight 
r described in additional U.S. note 3 to 


ibed in additional U.S. note 8 to chap- 
7 and entered pursuant to its provi 


lants, otherwise prepared or pre- 


containing added sugar or other sweetening 
t elsewhere specified or included: 
ound-nuts) and other seeds, whether or not 


(ground-nuts) 


nit 


1ut butter and paste 


Described in additional U.S. note 5 to this chap- 
ter and entered pursuant to its provisions. 
Other 


Described in additional U.S. note 2 to chapter 12 
and entered pursuant to its provisions. 
2008 Other. 
2106 Food preparations not elsewhere specified or included: 
10.9 Other 
Other 
Other 
Other 


Articles containing over 10 percent by dry 
weight of sugar described in additional U.S. 
note 3 to chapter 17: 
2106.90.9500 Described in additional U.S. note 8 to 
chapter 17 and entered pursuant to its 
provisions. 
Other. 

In the rulings under review, the products being classified were mixtures which had, as 
their distinguishing ingredient, either a peanut flour or a peanut paste. The source of the 


2106.90.9700 
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peanut ingredient was a cake residue which was the result of the partial extraction of oil 
from roasted peanuts. This cake residue was then ground into a powder. The consistency 
(powder or paste) of the actual product depended on other ingredients which had been add- 
ed to the powder. 

lhe peanut component of the products was determined to be a residue (a good of heading 
2305, HTSUS). As a result of this initial determination, the product which resulted from 
further processing was classified as a processed residue, rather than a processed peanut 
Because they were a product of vegetable origin intended for human consumption, samples 
were submitted to the Customs laboratories for particle size analysis to determine whether 
the product qualified for consideration as a “meal” of heading 1901. In HQ 083352, dated 
October 17, 1989, Customs stated that “since Chapter 19 does not set specific standards of 
what constitutes flour or meal, Customs has adopted the standards of Chapter 11, 
HTSUS.” Note 3 of Chapter 11, sets forth the particle size parameters for meal (other than 
corn) as a product that “at least 95 percent by weight passes through a woven metal wire 
cloth sieve with an aperture of 1.25 mm.” Ifthe material passed through the sieve, then the 
product would be considered a “meal” for tariff classification purposes, and it or the prod- 
uct made from it, would be classified as a food preparation of a meal in heading 1901, 
HTSUS. Ifthe product did not pass through the sieve and was not eligible for classification 
asa meal, it was then classified in heading 2106, HTSUS, the tariff provision for food prepa- 
rations not elsewhere specified or included. 

We have determined that the base component of the products is not an actual “residue” 
inthe understanding of the peanut industry. When oil has been extracted from peanuts, the 
residue (or press cake) from the recovery typically has an oil content of between 7 and 1 
percent depending on the method of oil recovery used (see, Peanuts: Production, Process- 
ing, Products, by Jasper G. Woodroof, The Avi Publishing Co, Inc. (1973)). The material we 
are considering has an oil content of approximately 36 percent. Thus, we are not consider- 
ingaresidue of heading 2305, HTSUS, but a partially processed peanut product in the form 
of either a paste or a powder. 

The partial extraction of oil from the roasted peanuts and the addition of other ingredi- 
ents may exclude the product from the standard of identity definition of peanut butter used 
by the U.S. Food and Drug Administration (FDA) in 21 CFR 164.150. However, such proc- 
essing does not alter the fact that the article is still basically a peanut product for tariff 
purposes. This identity-retention is also recognized by the FDA which has provided for 
products which do not conform to the strict standard of identity requirements for peanut 
butter by creating a provision (21 CFR 102.23) for peanut spreads which may contain vary- 
ing percentages of peanut product. 

In HQ 959816, issued February 25, 1997, while ruling that peanut butter spread was 
properly classified in subheading 2008.11, HTSUS, which provides for “Peanuts (ground- 
nuts): peanut butter and paste,” Customs noted that the subheading was an eo nomine pro- 
vision which includes all forms of the article. Accordingly, we hold that NY A86915, 
A87890, A88071, A89417 and B81969 which classified products properly described as “pea- 
nut paste” in subheading 1901, HTSUS, should be revoked. These products should be clas- 
sified in subheading 2008.11, HTSUS. 

The peanut products described as “Sweetened P Flour” in NY A87658, “P Bakery Mix” 
in A87802, and the “Coarse Peanut Flour” in A89415, are not eligible for classification as 
“meal” in spite of their granular composition because they do not meet the standards of 
Note 3, Chapter 11, HTSUS, (see above). Accordingly, these products should be classified in 
subheading 2008.11, HTSUS. 

Insofar as the “Sweetened P Flour IT” of NY A89415 is concerned, this article is eligible 
for classification as “meal” because it meets the test in Note 3, Chapter 11, HTSUS, (see 
above). In HQ 953322, dated April 21, 1993, Customs stated that products which are of veg- 
etable origin and which are not excluded by Note 2 of Chapter 19, may be considered for 
classification as a “meal”. The “Sweetened P Flour II” is a product of vegetable origin, in- 
tended for human consumption, which meets the test of Note 3, Chapter 11. It also does not 
fall within the exceptions of Note 2(b) of Chapter 19. Accordingly, we conclude it was prop- 
erly classified in subheading 1901.90.9095, HTSUS, which provides for food preparations 
of flour, meal, starch or malt extract * * * other * * * other * * * other. 

Accordingly, we are revoking the following NY Rulings: 

NY A86915 which classified “PB Flavored Filling Mix”, NY A 87658, which classified 
“Sweetened P Flour”, NY A87802, which classified “P Bakery Mix”, NY A87890 which 
classified “Imitation PB Filling Mix 1”, NY 488071 which classified “Imitation PB Filling 
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Mix 2”, NY A89417, which classified “PB Filling IV” and NY B81969, which classified 
Dextrin Filling Base” 
We are modifying NY A89415 insofar as the classification of “Coarse Peanut Flour 36” is 


concernea 


The product identified as “PB Flavored Filling Mix” is classified in subheading 
2008.11.0500, HTSUS, ifi eae within quantities that fall within the limits described in 
additional U.S. note 5 to chapter 20. If the quantitative limits of additional U.S. note 5 to 
chapter 20 have been reached, the product will be classified in subheading 2008.11.1500, 


lhe product identified as “Sweetened P Flour” is classified in subheading 2008.11.4500, 
HTSUS, if imported a in quantities that fall within the limits described in additional 
U.S. note 2 to chapte : 2. Ifthe quantitative limits of additional U.S. note 2 to chapter 12 
have been reached, the product will be classified in subheading 2008.11.6000, HTSUS 

oT he product identified as “P Bakery Mix” is classified in subheading 2008.11. 4500, 
HTSUS, if imported within quantities that fall within the limits described in additional 
U.S. note 2 to chapter 12. If the er algeria limits of additional U.S. note 2 to chapter 12 
have been reached, the product will be classified in subheading 2008.11.6000, HTSUS. 

The product identified as “Imitation PB Filling Mix 1” is classified in subheading 
2008.11.0500, HTSUS, if imported within quantities that fall w ithin the limits described in 
adc lition al U.S. note 5 to chapter 20. If the quantitative limits of additional U.S. note 5 to 
chapter 20 have been reached, the product will be classified in subheading 2008.11.1500, 
HTSUS. 

The » product identified as “Imitation PB Filling Mix 2” is classified in subheading 
2008.11.0500, HTSUS, ifimported within quantities that fall within the limits described in 
additi oa U.S. note 5 to chapter 20. If the quantitative limits of additional U.S. note 5 to 
chapter 20 have been reached, the product will be classified in subheading 2008. 11.1500. 

The product identified as “Coarse Peanut Flour 36” is classified in subheading 
2008.11.4500, HTSUS, ifimported within quantities that fall within the limits described in 
additional U.S. note 2 to chapter 12. If the quantitative limits of additional U.S. note 2 to 
chapter 12 have been reached, the product will be classified in subheading 2008.11.6000, 
HTSUS 

The product identified as “PB Filling IV” is classified in subheading 2008.11.0500, 
HTSUS, if imported within quantities that fall within the limits described in additional 
U.S. note 5 to chapter 20. If the quantitative limits of additional U.S. note 5 to chapter 20 
have been reached, the product will be classified in subheading 2008.11.1500, HTSUS. 

The product identified as “Dextrin Filling Base” is classified in subheading 
2008.11.0500, HTSUS, ifimported within quantities that fall within the limits described in 
additional U.S. note 5 to keener 20. If the quantitative limits of additional U.S. note 5 to 
chapter 20 have been reached, the product will be classified in subheading 2008.11.1500, 
HTSUS. 

NY A86915, A87658, A87802, A87890, A88071, A89417, and B81969 are revoked. 

NY A89415 is modified. 

NY B88467 is affirmed. 

In accordance with 19 U.S.C. 1625(c)(1), this ruling will become effective 60 days after its 
publication in the CusToMS BULLETIN. Publication of rulings or decisions pursuant to 19 
U.S.C. 1625(c)(1) does not constitute a change of practice or position in accordance with 
section 177.10(c)(1), Customs Regulations (19 CFR 177.10(c)(1)). 

MARVIN AMERNICK, 
(for John Durant, Director, 
Commercial Rulings Division.) 
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